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Abstract
Collisions with anthropogenic structures are a significant and well documented source of
mortality for avian species worldwide. The bald eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus) is known
to be vulnerable to collision with wind turbines and federal wind energy guidelines include
an eagle risk assessment for new projects. To address the need for risk assessment, in this
study, we 1) identified areas of northeastern North America utilized by migrating bald
eagles, and 2) compared these with high wind-potential areas to identify potential risk of
bald eagle collision with wind turbines. We captured and marked 17 resident and migrant
bald eagles in the northern Chesapeake Bay between August 2007 and May 2009. We pro-
duced utilization distribution (UD) surfaces for 132 individual migration tracks using a
dynamic Brownian bridge movement model and combined these to create a population
wide UD surface with a 1 km cell size. We found eagle migration movements were concen-
trated within two main corridors along the Appalachian Mountains and the Atlantic Coast. Of
the 3,123 wind turbines100 m in height in the study area, 38% were located in UD 20, and
31% in UD 40. In the United States portion of the study area, commercially viable wind
power classes overlapped with only 2% of the UD category 20 (i.e., the areas of highest use
by migrating eagles) and 4% of UD category 40. This is encouraging because it suggests
that wind energy development can still occur in the study area at sites that are most viable
from a wind power perspective and are unlikely to cause significant mortality of migrating
eagles. In siting new turbines, wind energy developers should avoid the high-use migration
corridors (UD categories 20 & 40) and focus new wind energy projects on lower-risk areas
(UD categories 60–100).
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Introduction
Collisions with anthropogenic structures are a significant and well documented source of mor-
tality for avian species worldwide [1–3]. Collision risk is highest when the flight paths of birds
intersect with man-made structures. Collisions of migrating birds with communication towers
[2,4], buildings [2], power lines [5–7], and wind turbines [8–12] are well documented in the lit-
erature. These studies reported mortalities after the flight hazards were unknowingly installed
in bird movement corridors and where limited mitigation measures were available to decrease
mortality rates.
Migrating raptors are assumed at the greatest risk of collision when flight hazards, like wind
turbines, are concentrated along landscape features attractive to long-distance migrants
[13,14]. Raptor migration corridors typically form around leading lines, narrow topographic
features like ridgetops and coastlines, which produce updrafts that assist in soaring and gliding
flight [15,16]. These same ridgetops and coastlines also produce some of the highest wind
power classes utilized for commercial wind power generation [17]. The projected growth of the
wind industry and potential increase in impacts on bat and avian species of concern resulted in
the formation of federal Land-Based Wind Energy Guidelines to assist wind energy developers
and wildlife agencies in assessing and mitigating adverse effects of proposed wind projects [18].
Mitigation includes actions to avoid or minimize impacts, or compensate for impacts to wild-
life. A key focus of the guidelines is on site selection because risk to wildlife is not evenly dis-
tributed across the landscape and risk can be site- and species-specific [8–10,16].
In the United States, federal guidelines require wind developers to use the best available data
on bird species abundance, distribution, and migratory behavior to forecast risk and assist in
preliminary site evaluation as part of the Land-based Wind Energy Guidelines and the Eagle
Conservation Plan Guidance [18,19]. The guidance documents establish a standardized process
for site selection, planning, and pre- and post-construction monitoring. Wind developers and
operators are also encouraged to apply for an Eagle Take Permit (50 CFR 22.3) from the U.S.
Fish andWildlife Service to cover liability for potential collisions considered “take” under the
Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (BGEPA, 16 USC 668-668c).
The bald eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus) is known to be vulnerable to collision with wind
turbines and electrical lines [20–23]. Migrating bald eagles fly 25–600 m above ground height
(AGL) [24–26], which is within the rotor swept zone of utility-scale turbines. Although docu-
mented turbine collisions in bald eagles through 2016 have been low (n = 15) [22], S1 File, col-
lision rates in similar eagle species suggest that the potential for collision is high for bald eagles.
Collisions with turbines have been documented in golden eagles (Aquila chrysaetos) [11,12,22]
and white-tailed eagles (Haliaeetus albicilla) [27], species similar to bald eagles in body size,
flight style, and foraging techniques. One reason collision risk is so high is the exponential
increase in bald eagle populations in many portions of their range, including in the Chesapeake
Bay [28]. Currently, few turbines are located in high-use areas for bald eagles, but this is rapidly
changing as the both the wind industry and eagle populations expand in the Western Atlantic
Flyway.
Researchers have prioritized the development of tools to assess avian risk associated with
wind turbines and inform the pre-construction siting process [29]. Species risk and sensitivity
maps have been developed for some species [30] but are currently unavailable for migrating
bald eagles. To address the need for risk assessment, in this study, we 1) identified areas of
northeastern North America utilized by migrating bald eagles, and 2) compared them with
high wind-potential areas to identify potential risk of bald eagle collision with wind turbines.
Identifying areas with highest potential collision risk could facilitate site selection by wind
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energy developers and allow the wind energy sector to continue its expansion while minimizing
risk to migrating eagles.
Material and Methods
Study Area
Our study area included northeastern North America at latitudes between 38°5N and 57°N,
including eastern Canada and the New England and Mid-Atlantic bald eagle management
units in the United States [31]. The Mid-Atlantic eagle population, estimated at approximately
10,000 individuals (B. Watts unpubl.), is mostly resident with a small portion of juveniles and
subadults migrating north to New England and Canada for the summer months [28]. The New
England and southern Maritime province population (including New Brunswick, Nova Scotia,
and Gaspe Peninsula of Quebec) are roughly estimated at 6,200 individuals based on breeding
surveys and survival rates [32–36]. These populations mostly winter in the Mid-Atlantic
region, including the Chesapeake Bay [28]. In addition, a third population of unknown size
migrates south from northeastern Quebec and western Labrador into New England and the
Mid-Atlantic each winter. Eagles migrate along the Western Atlantic Flyway through topo-
graphic leading lines (coastlines or mountain ranges) on the Atlantic Coast, Saint Lawrence
River, and Appalachian Mountains to reach summering and wintering areas [37].
Potential for wind power generation within the study area is highest in narrow bands of
ridgetops in the Appalachian Mountains, Monts Notre-Dame, and Laurentian Mountains and
in broader coastal areas along the Atlantic Ocean, Bay of Fundy, and St. Lawrence River/Gulf
of St. Lawrence [17,38].
Telemetry
We captured and marked bald eagles on Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland, in the northern
Chesapeake Bay between August 2007 and May 2009 [23]. Of the 63 eagles reported in Watts
et al. [23], 17 migrated north from the Chesapeake Bay within the Western Atlantic Flyway.
This included eagles banded as nestlings in Maryland (n = 2), eagles banded as nestlings in
New York and captured in Maryland during their first winter (n = 2), and eagles whose mor-
phometric measurements suggested were from the Chesapeake Bay breeding population
(n = 3) or northeastern U.S. and Canada breeding populations (n = 10) [39–41], Watts unpub-
lished data. Five of the eagles maintained annual summer breeding territories in northern Que-
bec and Labrador, 52°N-56°N latitude.
Eagles were fitted with 70-g solar-powered global positioning system-platform transmitter
terminal (GPS-PTT) satellite transmitters (Microwave Telemetry, Inc. Columbia, MD). Trans-
mitters were programmed to collect GPS location data (±18 m manufacturer estimated error)
every hour during daylight and once at midnight. Flight altitude data were not collected. Argos
satellites (CLS America, Largo, MD) processed GPS locations and data were archived online by
the Satellite Tracking and Analysis Tool [42]. Movement data were preprocessed and format-
ted by Movebank (www.movebank.org) and downloaded for the analysis. Eagle capture and
handling complied with Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee protocols at the College
of William and Mary (IACUC20051121-3), Maryland scientific permit 42687, and USGS Bird
Banding Laboratory permit 21567.
Movement Modeling
We identified migration movements for individuals as continuous directional movements
north or south100 km (n = 132 tracks) [37] and extracted these tracks using ArcMap 10.1
Utilization Map for Bald Eagles
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[43]. Two eagles made repeated migratory flights within the same year and season and each of
these movements was included as a separate track in the analysis. We used the Move package
in R 3.1.2 [44,45] to produce utilization distribution (UD] surfaces for individual migration
tracks using the dynamic Brownian bridge movement model (dBBMM) [46]. We set dBBMM
parameters to a window size of 17, margin of 7, location error of 18 m, and raster cell size of 1
km. Window size of 17 was based on the maximum number of GPS locations received per day
for an individual eagle. The margin was set in proportion to half the window size. Location
error was determined by the transmitter manufacturer as ±18 m. We set the cell size to 1 km to
generate the most detailed output for the geographic scale of our study area. We excluded one
migration track because the number of GPS locations was less than the dBBMM window size
of 17. We included approximately 24 hours of additional locations prior to the start and after
the end of each migration track to ensure that the entire migration movement was included in
the model output. UDs were exported as rasters and overlaid in ArcMap on a grid of 1 km cells
(n = 1,976,935) that spanned the study area.
We combined UD raster maps produced for individual migration tracks by averaging prob-
abilities for each 1 km cell to create a population-wide UD for the study area [23]. Because the
number of locations varied among individual migration tracks, we weighted, combined, and
standardized UD surfaces according to the number of locations per track. We chose to weight
the UD surfaces based on number of fixes rather than weighting each track equally to relate
exposure risk to the amount of time an eagle potentially interacted with a flight hazard. We
avoided pseudoreplication by combining all individuals and their tracks to create a single map
without comparing tracks to each other. We ordinated UD values per cell and categorized
them from highest (top 20% of cells) to lowest use (100% of cells) for display purposes.
Flight Hazards
We examined the overlap of bald eagle migration movements with wind power density maps
to identify locations where estimates of on-shore wind power density (w/m2) were available at
50 m AGL [17]. Canadian wind power density maps were not available publically at a scale fine
enough to be comparable so we limited the flight hazard analysis to the United States portion
of the study area. Wind power classes of 3 or greater were included since these are typically
used for planning utility-scale wind facilities. Existing wind turbine locations were plotted on
the UD map of eagle migration using available digitized turbine data [47,48]. Locations of
existing turbines were validated with high-resolution aerial imagery [Microsoft Bing Maps
2014]. We mapped new turbines not included in U.S. government databases using aerial imag-
ery and ESRI user data in ArcMap 10.1. We identified locations where wind turbines over-
lapped with areas of high use by migrating eagles to determine sites of highest potential
collision risk for eagles.
Results
Movement Modeling
Seventeen bald eagles migrated during the study period (2007–2014), producing 132 migration
tracks in the study area. The number of tracks per eagle ranged from 1–13 and the number of
locations per track ranged from 34–1,380 (x = 252 ± 19.3 SE). Migration movements were con-
centrated within two main corridors, one along the Appalachian Mountains (inland corridor,
2,175 km long) and the other along the Atlantic coast (coastal corridor, 1,620 km long; Fig 1).
From the northern end of the Chesapeake Bay, a primary movement corridor widens from
approximately 70 km to 230 km, stretching from the Atlantic Coast of New Jersey to Harris-
burg in the Ridge and Valley region of eastern Pennsylvania. The single corridor then diverges
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into the inland and coastal corridors in Dutchess County, New York along the Hudson River
Valley.
A coastal corridor approximately 50 km wide branches northeast through central Connecti-
cut and Massachusetts until it reaches the Atlantic Coast in New Hampshire. The movement
corridor then widens to 90 km along the coast of Maine and into the coast of southern New
Brunswick. It turns north-northwest along the Maine-New Brunswick border and ends at the
Gaspe Peninsula in Quebec.
The inland corridor is along the Appalachian Mountains in eastern Pennsylvania, New
York, Vermont, and into southeastern Quebec. This inland corridor is approximately 145 km
wide in northeastern Pennsylvania through northern New York until the corridor splits at
Lake Champlain. A short branch of the inland route ends at the St. Lawrence River upstream
(west) of Montreal. The inland corridor continues north from Lake Champlain narrows to
approximately 70–110 km wide as it continues north into Quebec. At the St Lawrence River,
the corridor parallels the northwest coast of the Gulf of St. Lawrence and continues north into
Saguenay, Cote-Nord, and ends in Nord du Quebec and western Labrador.
Flight Hazards
We documented a total of 3,123 wind turbines100 m AGL in the study area, with 1,405 tur-
bines located in the United States and 1,718 in Canada (Fig 1). There were 1,185 turbines
(38%) located in UD 20, and 971 turbines (31%) in UD 40. In the United States portion of the
study area, commercially viable wind power classes overlapped with 2% of the UD category 20
(i.e., the areas of highest use by migrating eagles) and 4% of UD category 40 (Table 1). The
coastal migration route had only 1 concentration of turbines in the UD category 20 (near Bull
Hill, Hancock County, Maine) compared to 21 clusters of turbines within the inland route (S1
Table).
Discussion
Predicting potential eagle collision fatalities is a key part of the Eagle Conservation Plan Guid-
ance stage 1 planning process for wind facilities in the United States [19], yet published infor-
mation on movements of eagle populations is limited. Here we provide a UD map of bald eagle
migration corridors in northeastern North America for inclusion in eagle collision risk assess-
ment. This UD map of eagle migration provides the first analysis to evaluate collision risk of
migrating eagles over a broad geographic scale and is the first to incorporate eagles of mixed
age class, breeding status, and breeding population. The scale and scope of this study can
Fig 1. Current wind turbine locations overlaid on utilization distribution map of 17 migrating bald eagles. Bald eagle tracks include 132 migrations
from 2007–2014. Darker colors reflect areas with higher eagle utilization.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0157807.g001
Table 1. Overlap of wind power class (WPC) and bald eagle utilization distribution (UD) surfaces within the United States portion of the study area.
UD categories represent the top 20%, 40%, 60% 80% and 100% of eagle utilization determined from eagle migration data.
Eagle UD Category Eagle UD Hectares WPC > = 3 overlap with Eagle UD No. Installed Turbines
20 (highest) 18,779,858 374,334 568
40 12,657,002 501,646 517
60 5,536,982 259,996 300
80 491,701 120,335 20
100 (lowest) 767 379 0
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0157807.t001
Utilization Map for Bald Eagles
PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0157807 June 23, 2016 6 / 11
support future assessments of potential impacts of wind energy on migrating bald eagle popu-
lations in northeastern North America.
This eagle UD map can be used in planning placement of structures that pose a collision
risk to eagles. Site-specific characteristics heavily influence collision risk and predicting flight
behavior of eagle migrants could identify potential site conflicts [5]. Bald eagles have been doc-
umented colliding with distribution and transmission lines [20,21] and are expected to be most
at risk when a flight hazard is not shielded by vegetation, when eagles are distracted during fly-
ing (foraging, chasing, or fighting), or during migratory flight [6,20]. We know of no other
studies of bald eagles and wind turbine collision risk; however, a recent study documented bald
eagles successfully avoiding a new stationary flight hazard erected in a known migratory corri-
dor. In this instance eagles adapted their flight altitudes pre- and post-construction with 96%
of eagles flying over a 60 m high transmission line bisecting Kittatinny Ridge, New Jersey [26].
A similar pre- and post-construction study of wind turbines in British Columbia, Canada doc-
umented golden eagles detecting and avoiding turbines during migration with fewer flight
paths in the collision risk zone after turbines were installed [49]. Bald eagles may also exhibit
similar avoidance behavior around turbines, but it has yet to be documented in the literature.
Eagle migration routes described in this study were similar to routes published on juvenile
eagles from Labrador [50] and Georgia (S1 File), and juvenile and subadult eagles from Florida
[37]. And thus, though our sample size is relatively small we believe our results have broad
implications to eagles in the Western Atlantic Flyway. The Chesapeake Bay is a convergence
area for bald eagle populations along the flyway supporting 3 distinct populations (northeast,
southeast and Chesapeake Bay) throughout the year [28]. Because the Chesapeake Bay acts as
an activity hub for migrants on the flyway, we suggest the two northeast migration routes likely
represent the main pathways for eagles entering and exiting the Bay region. In addition, eagles
migrating through the southern Appalachians use one or more of these routes once they reach
Pennsylvania or New York [37], S1 File. We produced a map with greater detail than previous
doppler satellite transmitter studies using higher accuracy of the GPS data to define eagle
migration corridors. In addition, the broad range of age and breeding populations in our sam-
ple of tracked eagles created a comprehensive migration map detailed at the 1 km scale useful
for project planning.
Our analysis identified distinct bald eagle migration corridors with limited overlap with
commercially viable wind power class areas in northeastern North America. This is encourag-
ing because it suggests that wind energy development can still occur in the study area at sites
that are most viable from a wind power perspective and are unlikely to cause significant mor-
tality of migrating eagles. In siting new turbines, wind energy developers may wish to avoid the
high-use migration corridors (UD categories 20 & 40) and focus new wind energy projects on
lower-risk areas (UD categories 60–100). Our extent of inference is in UD 20 and UD 40 (Fig
1) where we are reasonable certain eagles flew based on the ±18 m accuracy of GPS transmitter
locations.
Presumed collision risk was not equal between migratory routes in our study. The coastal
route had fewer wind farms than the inland route, which is not surprising since the northeast
coast (Delaware to Maine) has fewer areas of commercially viable onshore wind than in the
mountains. In coastal areas eagles presumably migrate using thermals, which typically increase
flight altitudes over 1,000 m, well out of the rotor-swept zone of turbines and above other flight
hazards like communication towers and transmission lines. Eagles using the inland route are
primarily using orographic lift, which limits flight to lower altitudes on slopes and ridges where
updrafts can subsidize powered flight [51] especially during the cooler fall period when ther-
mals are unavailable [52]. While our transmitter data did not record altitude, we assume bald
eagles have similar flight altitude to golden eagles in the study area [51], which have almost
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identical body size, and flight style, and inland migration route [53]. Based on the number of
wind farms currently within the inland migration route and the potential for future construc-
tion within available wind power classes3, we believe bald eagles migrating through the
inland route are at the highest risk of collision.
Bald eagle collisions have been documented at wind facilities, indicating towers or turbine
blades are a new flight hazard for the species. It is unknown whether documented collision
rates for bald eagles represent a true low collision risk for the species or are a result of poor car-
cass retrieval rates in heavily vegetated areas, low carcass searching effort, or both [22]. This
level of uncertainty in current collision rates in bald eagles restricts our ability to assess overall
collision risk. Refinement of collision rates could be accomplished with sampling designs tar-
geting the 1,185 turbines within the 20 UD. Future studies should increase turbine sample
sizes, larger search plots around turbines to search for injured eagles, and longer search inter-
vals during migration periods to better estimate collision and fatality risk to bald eagles during
this period. In North America, wind energy is one of the fastest growing energy sources, adding
more electricity generating capacity than any other power source in 2013 [54]. Canada cur-
rently has 4% (9.6 GW) of its domestic energy from wind and the United States has 2% (65.8
GW) with national capacity goals of 20% by the years 2025 and 2030, respectively [55–59]. The
projected growth of this industry includes continued construction of wind farms in northeast-
ern North America [56,58]. We believe the results from this study will be valuable for both
planning of future turbine siting and for evaluating collision risk at existing wind facilities. The
UDmap produced from this study will be made available to planners on the American Wind
andWildlife Institute’s interactive Landscape Assessment Tool http://www.wind.tnc.org/ for
preparing risk assessments in the Eagle Conservation Plan Guidance stage 1 planning process
[19].
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data.
(PDF)
S2 File. Redistribution rights for state and boundary GIS data provided in ArcGIS online.
(PDF)
S1 Table. Locations of overlap between bald eagle migration corridors and wind turbines
in northeastern North America.
(XLSX)
Acknowledgments
The authors thank B. Kranstauber, B. Paxton and J. McClain for their assistance in the analysis.
E. Lawler provided contract support for the project. We appreciate comments on early versions
of the paper by T. Alison, J. Dwyer, T. Katzner, and C. Duberstein. Sources for the boundary
GIS file are ESRI, TomTom, and National Atlas of the United States of America (S2 File).
Author Contributions
Conceived and designed the experiments: BDW EKM. Performed the experiments: EKM CLT.
Analyzed the data: EKM CLT. Wrote the paper: EKM CLT.
Utilization Map for Bald Eagles
PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0157807 June 23, 2016 8 / 11
References
1. Drewitt AL, Langston RHW. Collision effects of wind-power generators and other obstacles on birds.
Annals of the New York Academy of Science 2008; 1134: 233–266.
2. EricksonWP, Johnson GD, Young DP. A summary and comparison of bird mortality from anthropo-
genic causes with an emphasis on collisions. USDA Forest Service Gen. Tech. Rep. PSW-GTR-191.
2005; Pp 1029–1042.
3. Smith JA, Dwyer JF. Avian interactions with renewable energy infrastructure: an update. The Condor
2016; 118:411–423.
4. Kerlinger P. Avian mortality at communication towers: a review of recent literature, research, and meth-
odology. Unpublished report prepared for The U.S. Fish andWildlife Service, Office of Migratory Bird
Management. Curry and Kerlinger, P.O. Box 453, Cape May Point, NJ 08212; 2000. Available: http://
training.fws.gov/Pubs9/avian_mortality00.pdf
5. Avian Power Line Interaction Committee (APLIC) Reducing avian collisions with power lines: The state
of the art in 2012. Washington, DC: Edison Electric Institute and APLIC; 2012.
6. Bevanger K. Bird interactions with utility structures collision and electrocution, causes and mitigating
measures. Ibis 1994; 136: 412–425.
7. Bevanger K. Biological and conservation aspects of bird mortality caused by power lines: a review. Bio-
logical Conservation 1998; 86: 67–76.
8. Barrios L, Rodriguez A. Behavioural and environmental correlates of soaring-bird mortality at on-shore
wind turbines. Journal of Applied Ecology 2004; 41:72–81.
9. De Lucas M, Janss GFE, Whitefield DP, Ferrer M. Collision fatality of raptors in wind farms does not
depend on raptor abundance. Journal of Applied Ecology 2008; 45: 1695–1703.
10. Ferrer M, de Lucas M, Janss GFE, Casado E, Muñoz AR, Bechard MJ, et al. Weak relationship
between risk assessment studies and recorded mortality in wind farms. Journal of Applied Ecology
2012; 49:38–46.
11. Hunt G. Golden eagles in a perilous landscape: predicting the effects of mitigation for wind turbine
blade-strike mortality. Consultant report to the California Energy Commission, Sacramento, California,
USA; 2002. Available: http://www.energy.ca.gov/reports/2002-11-04_500-02-043F.PDF
12. Smallwood KS, Thelander C. Bird mortality in the Altamont PassWind Resource Area, California. Jour-
nal of Wildlife Management; 2008 72:215–223.
13. EricksonWP, Johnson GD, Young MD, Strickland D, Good R, Bourassa M, et al. Synthesis and com-
parison of baseline avian and bat use, raptor nesting and mortality information from proposed and exist-
ing wind developments. Report prepared for Bonneville Power Administration byWest Inc, Cheyenne,
WY; 2002. Available: https://www.bpa.gov/power/pgc/wind/Avian_and_Bat_Study_12-2002.pdf
14. Johnston NN, Bradley JE, Pomeroy AC, Otter KA. Fight paths of migrating gold eagles and the risk
associated with wind energy development in the Rocky Mountains. Avian Conservation & Ecology
2013; 8: 12.
15. Brandes D, Ombalski D. Modeling raptor migration pathways using a fluid flow analogy. Journal of Rap-
tor Research 2004; 38: 195–207.
16. Miller TA, Brooks RP, Lanzone M, Brandes D, Cooper J, O'Malley K, et al. Assessing risk to birds from
industrial wind energy development via paired resource selection models. Conservation Biology 2014;
28: 745–755. doi: 10.1111/cobi.12227 PMID: 24405249
17. Pacific Northwest Laboratory. Wind energy resource atlas of the United States. 50-Meter Resolution
GIS data; 1986. Available http://www.nrel.gov/gis/data_wind.html
18. United States Fish andWildlife Service. Land-based wind energy guidelines. U.S. Fish andWildlife
Service, Washington, D.C. 2012; 71pp. Available: http://www.fws.gov/ecological-services/es-library/
pdfs/WEG_final.pdf
19. United States Fish andWildlife Service. Eagle conservation plan guidance. U.S. Fish andWildlife Ser-
vice, Washington, D.C. 2013; 102pp. Available: http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/eagle_guidance.html
20. Mojica EK, Watts BD, Pottie J, Paul JT, Voss S. Factors contributing to bald eagle electrocutions on
Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland. Journal of Raptor Research 2009; 43: 80–83.
21. Olendorff RR, Lehman RN. Raptor collisions with utility lines: an analysis using subjective field observa-
tions. Pacific Gas and Electric Company, San Ramon, CA. 1986; 73 pp. Available: http://ulpeis.anl.
gov/documents/dpeis/references/pdfs/Olendorff_and_Lehman_1986.pdf
22. Pagel JE, Kritz KJ, Millsap BA, Murphy RK. Bald and golden eagle mortalities at wind energy facilities
in the contiguous United States. Journal of Raptor Research 2013; 47: 311–315.
Utilization Map for Bald Eagles
PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0157807 June 23, 2016 9 / 11
23. Watts BD, Mojica EK, Paxton BJ. Using Brownian bridges to assess potential interactions between
bald eagles and electrical hazards within the upper Chesapeake Bay. The Journal of Wildlife Manage-
ment 2015; 79: 435–445. doi: 10.1002/jwmg.853
24. Hunt WG, Jackman RE, Jenkins JM, Thelander CG, Lehman RN. Northward post-fledging migration of
California bald eagles. Journal of Raptor Research 1992; 26: 19–23.
25. McClelland BR, Young LS, McClelland PT, Crenshaw JG, Allen HL, Shea DS. Migration ecology of
bald eagles from autumn concentrations in Glacier National Park, Montana. Wildlife Monographs 1994;
125.
26. Luzenski J., Rocca CE, Harness RE, Cummings JL, Austin DD, Landon MA, et al. Collision avoidance
by migrating raptors encountering a new electric power transmission line. The Condor 2016; 118:402–
410.
27. Nygård T, Bevanger K, Dahl EL, FlagstedØ, Follestad A, Hoel PH, et al. A study of white-tailed eagle
movements and mortality at a wind farm in Norway. British Ornithologists Union Proceedings–Climate
Change and Birds; 2010. Available http://www.bou.org.uk/bouproc-net/ccb/nygard-etal.pdf
28. Watts BD, Therres GD, Byrd MA. Status, distribution and the future of bald eagles in the Chesapeake
Bay. Waterbirds 2007; 30:25–38.
29. Piorkowski MD, Farnsworth AJ, Fry M, Rohrbaugh RW, Fitzpatrick JW, Rosenberg KV. Research priori-
ties for wind energy and migratory wildlife. The Journal of Wildlife Management 2012; 76: 451–456.
30. Bright J, Langston R, Bullman R, Evans R, Gardner S, Pearce-Higgins J. Map of bird sensitivities to
wind farms in Scotland: A tool to aid planning and conservation. Biological Conservation 2008; 141:
2342–2356.
31. United States Fish andWildlife Service. Final environmental assessment: Proposal to permit take pro-
vided under the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act. Division of Migratory Birds, United States Fish
andWildlife Service, Arlington, VA; 2009. 210 pp.
32. MacDougall G. The bald eagle in Prince Edward Island. Technology and Environment, Charlottetown,
Prince Edward Island, Canada; 1999. 23 pp.
33. Shaffer F, Fadette P, Tremblay JA. Le pygargue à tête blanche au Québec: un prompt rétablissement.
Ornithologie 2011; 35: 86–93.
34. Stocek R (2003) La population de pygargues à tête blanche au Nouveau Brunswick. Tendances chez
les oiseaux 9: 21–25.
35. Todd C, Matula G. Delisting the bald eagle in Maine: an amazing success story. Maine Department of
Inland Fisheries andWildlife, Bangor, ME; 2008. 7 pp. Available: https://www1.maine.gov/ifw/docs/
BAEA_Delisting.pdf
36. Fish Vermont and Department Wildlife. Vermont bald eagle recovery plan, Waterbury, VT: Vermont
Fish andWildlife Department; 2010. 39pp. Available: http://www.vtfishandwildlife.com/common/pages/
DisplayFile.aspx?itemId=111337
37. Mojica EK, Meyers JM, Millsap BA, Haley KL. Migration of Florida sub-adult bald eagles. TheWilson
Journal of Ornithology 2008; 120: 304–310.
38. Environment Canada. Canadian wind energy atlas. Ottawa, Ontario: Environment Canada; 2000.
Available http://www.windatlas.ca/
39. Bortolotti GR. Criteria for determining age and sex of nestling bald eagles. Journal of Field Ornithology
1984; 55: 467–481.
40. Friedmann, H. Birds of North and Middle America. U.S. Natural History Museum Bulletin 1950; no. 50,
pt. 11.
41. Garcelon DK, Martell MS, Redig PT, Buøen LC. Morphometric, karyotypic, and laparoscopic tech-
niques for determining sex in bald eagles. The Journal of Wildlife Management 1985; 49: 595–599.
42. Coyne MS, Godley BJ. Satellite tracking and analysis tool (STAT): an integrated system for archiving,
analyzing and mapping animal tracking data. Marine Ecology Progress Series 2005; 301: 1–7.
43. ESRI (Environmental Systems Resource Institute). ArcMap 10.1. ESRI, Redlands, CA; 2012.
44. Kranstauber B, Smolla M. Move: visualizing and analyzing animal track data. R package version
1.2.475; 2013.
45. R Development Core Team. R: a language and environment for statistical computing. R Foundation for
Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria; 2014.
46. Kranstauber B, Kays R, LaPoint SD, Wikelski M, Safi K. A dynamic Brownian bridge movement model
to estimate utilization distributions for heterogeneous animal movement. Journal of Animal Ecology
2012; 81: 738–746. doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2656.2012.01955.x PMID: 22348740
47. Federal Aviation Administration. Digital obstacle file through 12/8/2014; 2015. Available https://nfdc.
faa.gov/tod/public/TOD_DOF.html
Utilization Map for Bald Eagles
PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0157807 June 23, 2016 10 / 11
48. Diffendorfer JE, Compton R, Kramer L, Ancona Z, Norton, D. Onshore industrial wind turbine locations
for the United States through July 2013: U.S. Geological Survey Data Series 2014; 817 Available:
http://dx.doi.org/10.3133/ds817.
49. Johnston NN, Bradley JE, Otter KA (2014) Increased flight altitudes among migrating golden eagles
suggest turbine avoidance at a Rocky Mountain wind installation. PLoS ONE 9(3): e93030. doi: 10.
1371/journal.pone.0093030 PMID: 24671199
50. Laing DK, Bird DA, Chubbs TE. First complete migration cycles for juvenile bald eagles (Haliaeetus leu-
cocephalus) from Labrador. Journal of Raptor Research 2005; 39: 11–18.
51. Katzner TE, Brandes D, Miller T, Lanzone M, Maisonneuve C, Tremblay JA, et al. Topography drives
migratory flight altitude of golden eagles: implications for on-shore wind energy development. Journal
of Applied Ecology 2012; 49: 1178–1186.
52. Duerr AE, Miller TA, Lanzone M, Brandes D, Cooper J, O’Malley K, et al. Flight response of slope-soar-
ing birds to seasonal variation in thermal generation. Functional Ecology 2014; 29: 779–790.
53. Dennhardt AJ, Duerr AE, Brandes D, Katzner TE. Modeling autumnmigration of a rare soaring raptor
identifies newmovement corridors in central Appalachia. Ecological Modeling 2015; 303: 19–29.
54. REN21. Renewables 2013 global status report. Renewable Energy Policy Network for the 21st Century.
Paris, France; 2013. Available http://www.ren21.net/Portals/0/documents/Resources/GSR/2013/
GSR2013_lowres.pdf
55. AmericanWind Energy Association. U.S. Wind industry fourth quarter market report. Washington, DC:
AmericanWind Energy Association; 2014. Available http://awea.files.cms-plus.com/4Q2014%
20AWEA%20Market%20Report%20Public%20Version.pdf.
56. CanadianWind Energy Association. Wind Vision 2025: Powering Canada’s future; 2008. Available
http://canwea.ca/pdf/windvision/Windvision_summary_e.pdf
57. CanadianWind Energy Association. Canada’s current installed capacity as of December 31, 2014.
Available http://canwea.ca/wind-energy/installed-capacity/
58. United States Department of Energy. 20%Wind energy by 2030: Increasing wind energy’s contribution
to U.S. electric supply. U.S. Department of Energy, Washington, D.C.; 2008. 248pp. Available: http://
www.nrel.gov/docs/fy08osti/41869.pdf
59. United States Department of Energy Wind Vision: A new era for wind power in the United States. U.S.
Department of Energy, Washington, D.C.; 2015. 350pp. Available: http://www.energy.gov/sites/prod/
files/WindVision_Report_final.pdf
Utilization Map for Bald Eagles
PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0157807 June 23, 2016 11 / 11
